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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 

HEADQUARTERS  AERONAUTICAL  SYSTEMS  DIVISION  ( AF3C 1 
WRlGHT-PATtERSON  AIR  FORCE  BASE  OHIO  45433 


SELA/C-l/a  SPO  (It 
Possible  Upn  sighting 


m. 


'i./ 

m S 


TDKRAJFO  (Maj.  Quintaniiaa) 


1,  Reference  is  made  to  t 
(FTD)  and  it^yself  (Lt 


De^c  66  telecon  between  Ma,1.  Quintanilla 


2.  I informed  Maj,  Quintanilla  _that  I have  four  35  inm  slides  taken  by 
ny  father-in-law^  Mr • South  St.  Louis ^ Missouri  betwee 

2300  and  2330,  29  October  1966,  The  following'  Snfomatinn  is  transmitted 
concerning  the  slides. 


a.  Slide  No,  1 was  taken  with  a 3 minute  time  exposure, 

b.  No,  2-5  minutes 

c.  No,  3-10  minutes 

d.  No,  4 - 15  minutes 


e.  All  slides  were  taken  facine  sliehtl”'  Unrt''  <^f  ^ast  .vith  an  ^^’xata 
camera  on  tripod. 


f.  At  the  time  the  slides  were  taken  Scott  APP  ■int'ormorl  'Ir. 
they  have  a radar. 


+>at 


g.  The  planatarium  in  St.  Louis,  after  havens’  sp-^r  t*^**  slides  and 
compared  them  rnth  a star  chart,  indicated  that  it  was  +L'e  planet  J.jpiter, 

3,  Even  though  item  g above  seems  to  identify  t^'r  o*^icct  ''n  the  alidf;  . r 
decided  to  send  them  to  your  office  for  yo’ir  in  formation,  t all  of 

the  above  information  repr<“sents  vern'  close  app^oxiTsations, 
information  contact: 


St,  Louis,  Mo, 
Area^Code  314 

(Noto: 


after  17m  St,  Touis  timn) 


1st  It.,  nSAP 


At.ch 

ro  ^d-'s 


/-• 


r/A' 


PHOTOGRAPHY 


Slides  #1  & #7/  from  Mr.  mpimm^appear  to  be  as  follows;  N4rl  Is  a-  normally 
exposedVgooa  quality  transparency  wltryone  w^ter  spor^r  chip  In  emulsion  probalaly  caused 
In  procesVh^.  #7  may  ^o  h4  a good  transparency,  highly  magnified.  It  may 'also  be  some 
object  or  r^ectlon  of  som^^hape  other  tl^n  shown,  butVada  to  appear  as  two  lobes  with 
high  lights  ^d  shadows  by  Jshe  extent  of  o\lack  of  focus , Njhe  higher  the  magnification , the 
more  focus  ceri  alter  the  ImagV  size  and  shape.  The  Image  ^sllde  %7  could  bs  of  an  object, 
a light  source  ,\>r  a reflection  of, a light  sourch,.  Any  identifl^tjon  from  the  available  Infor- 
mation would  be'only  speculation^^  \ , s 

/ ^ 

b.  Slides  #10,  and  #11,  from  Mr.  _ 
and  slices  #12  and  #13  were  taken  in  daylight.  All  four  of  these  slides  appear  to  have  been 
taken  through  the  same  window  and  nearly  along  the  same  azimuth.  Slide  #10  shows  what 
appears  to  be  a light  source , airborne  or  elevated  above  the  horizon.  Slide  #11  shows  the 
same  light  source,  or  a similar  subsequent  light  source  In  the  same  approximate  position, 
dependent  upon  the  time  lapse  between  frames,  but  of  a longer  duration,  A slower  shutter 
speed  on  frame  #11,  as  compared  to  #10,  would  produce  a lighter  transparency,  capture  more 
of  the  movement  of  the  object  and  make  the  object  or  Image  appear  longer^  These  conditions 
have  been  met  In  frame  #11  which  Is  of  lighter  density  and  has  a longer  Image.  An  aircraft 
landing  light  could  produce  such  Images, 

c.  Slides  #12  and  # 13  show  linear  patterns  such  as  of  smoke,  gas,  vapor  or  exhaust 
trails.  These  patterns  appear  In  approximately  the  area  as  the  lights  or  reflections  in  slides 
#10  and  #11.  The  linear  patterns  of  the  object  In  slides  #12  and  #13  are  nearly  parallel  to  the 
apparent  movement  of  the  light  In  slide  #11.  The  similarity  of  Implied  motion  in  three  of  the 
four  slides,  #11,  #12  , and  #13 , suggests  numerous  objects  traveling  in  the  same  area  and 
same  direction,  such  as  traffic  on  an  airport  approach  or  airway. 


ippear  to  be  as  follows:  \#1  is  a-  normally 


were  taken  In  the  hours  of  near  darkness 


2,  ANALYSIS: 


FORM 
APR  42 


1.  PURPOSE:  The  purpose  of  this  report  is  to  answer  Work  Order  Number  67-12  submitted  by 
Major  H,  Quintanilla,  Jr.  for  an  analysis  and  determination  of  the  object^  Idertltles  , if 
possible. 


■.iT  i-  c C ,;5 

SUBJECT  UNIDENTIFIED  OBJECTS.  CUW50N/ MISSOURI 


LOCATION  c.UN^ON-.  MISSOURI 


DATE 


PHOTO  ANALYSIS 


67-9 


• 


PHOTO  ANALYSIS  REPORT  NO.  . DATED 14  February  19,67 — 

d.  Another  possibility  Is  suggested  in  slides  #12  and  #13.  That  Is  of  an  aborted 
attempt  at  skywriting.  The  abort  is  suggested  in  slide  #12  by  the  "dot"  of  smoke  to  the 
right  of  the  upper  end  of  the  line.  The  "dot"  appears  to  be  a 90  degree  continuation  of  a 
letter,  after  the  stem  had  been  formed,  when  the  smoke  release  failed  to  stay  open.  No 
aircraft  is  visible  In  slide  #12  or  #13, 


e.  The  frame  numbers  supplied  by  a processor  are  usually  a reliable  indicator  of 
the  film  sequence  through  the  camera.  Since  frames  #10,  #11,  #12  and  #13  were  all  hand 
dated  29  October  1966  this  would  Indicate  frames  #10  and  #11  were  taken  In  the  pre-daylight 
hours , or  prior  to  slides  #12  and  #13 , rather  than  In  the  evening  hours  of  the  29th  of  October. 


PHOTO  ANALYSIS  BY: 


ROBERT  L.  COUNTRYMAN 
Intelligence  Research  Specialist 


APPROVED  BY 

I 
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6.  /, 


WILLIAM  L.  TURNER 
Major,  USAF  / 

Chief,  Photo  Anal  sis  Branch 


WILBER  PRICE,  JR 
Chief,  Photo  ExploltatTori  Division 
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FTD  WORK  ORDER 


\ 


1.  Description  of  V/ork:  {Include  title  of  unscheduled 


. t . 1 


t-.^O 

li  (I  4 ' W'  ^ > k 


Request  photo  analysis  be  accoaplished  on  the  attached 
slides  (six)  to  determine  vhat  imidentlfied  object  may  be, 

Aug  or  Sep  66,  Clinton,  Missouri.  ^ 7?'^.. 

2-^  c-cr  4. 

Request  all  material  be  returned  upon  completion  of  analysis. 


2.  I'TD  W.O.No.  y 

6 n .1  n P .1  P OP./. 

! 3.  Monitor  / 

}.'r>  -1  W r*.  1 ; 1 1 f>._  _T:g 

! 4.  Phones 

70916/76678 

5.  D! A T ask  No. 

I t65-01~^9 


6.  D!A  Priority 


6a 

7.  Date  Needed 

I 3. Consequence  Code 

— 

9.  Classification  of 

Sources 

/4l1 

10.  Classification  of 

End  Product 
unclassified 


n.PPTD  or  Dep  S|n. 


* 


rt 


18.  Div.  Chiefs  I nstructions /Modification  or  Expansion  of 
Work  Description 


* 1/  ' 


12.Div./0ir,  Symbo; 
!1  TfO? 


13,  M-M  Estimate 


I 14.  /Monitor 

I. 


15.  Phones 


il6.  Div.  Precedence 


t 


jl7.  Div. Chief/Dir.  Sir. 


0 P-- 


13,  A’. AY  66 


Copy  Nr,  1 to  Bloc'c  3 
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*or  Liucrlnitioa  oi'  I'iioto 


St  LC5ui5,  Missouri 


Rejferurice  your  r'iC'snt  uhotoi^raplis  of  thj  pl-inot  ijuplv.fjr  wMcli 
x.'orc  taican  on  Ccto’oor  29,  1^6.  Pro.l-^ct  Blue:  is  c vren-  ./ 

in  tun  uvot:::33  oi'  selsctins  various  piioto^raplis  i’or  “ior.  =0 

!.ho  public.  Vo  vould  api)ref;l''.t.i  o;v; .'riunity  to  .■  ;i-.  jc 


,,-<yi?r  pboto..;i*o.phs,  if  pcssibla.  CV  courao 
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noi.li'  'ind  addroGs  uLrilesiS  yon  so  -jiace  /c;ur 


nnvM  a-3C^:.^i 


:tth  the  plictogr^ph  cilghw  undue  gj2/::ity. 
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